So, do Salamandra have decent family values? Fire salamander larvae frequently display aggression to each other, but often spare their siblings. Monogamy is rejected by both sexes, with males spending prolonged periods surveying their surroundings with stretched front legs in search of females ( Figure 1A ), during which encounters with other males occasionally may lead to fairly vigorous combat. Females often display polyandry, in which up to four males can act as sires, potentially increasing reproductive success by betting on more than one horse. Their ability to store sperm for several years nevertheless permits females to avoid mating (amplexus; Figure 1G ) while continuing to reproduce.
Are these salamanders threatened?
In their range, Salamandra species may be very abundant (up to several hundred animals per hectare). Nevertheless, habitat destruction threatens lowland populations of several species. Especially worrying are the recently documented declines and extinctions among Western European populations of S. salamandra, which are thought to be due to an invasive chytrid fungus, Batrachochytrium salamandrivorans. Most European salamander species are highly susceptible to this fungus, and fi re salamanders show particularly high mortality.
Where can I fi nd out more?
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Horseback riding is the most fundamental use of domestic horses and has had a huge infl uence on the development of human societies for millennia. Over time, riding techniques and the style of riding improved. Therefore, horses with the ability to perform comfortable gaits (e.g. ambling or pacing), so-called 'gaited' horses, have been highly valued by humans, especially for long distance travel. Recently, the causative mutation for gaitedness in horses has been linked to a substitution causing a premature stop codon in the DMRT3 gene (DMRT3_Ser301STOP) [1] . In mice, Dmrt3 is expressed in spinal cord interneurons and plays an important role in the development of limb movement coordination [1] . Genotyping the position in 4396 modern horses from 141 breeds revealed that nowadays the mutated allele is distributed worldwide with an especially high frequency in gaited horses and breeds used for harness racing [2] . Here, we examine historic horse remains for the DMRT3 SNP, tracking the origin of gaitedness to Medieval England between 850 and 900 AD. The presence of the corresponding allele in Icelandic horses (9 th -11 th century) strongly suggests that ambling horses were brought from the British Isles to Iceland by Norse people. Considering the high frequency of the ambling allele in early Icelandic horses, we believe that Norse settlers selected for this comfortable mode of horse riding soon after arrival. The absence of the allele in samples from continental Europe (including Scandinavia) at this time implies that ambling horses may have spread from Iceland and maybe also the British Isles across the continent at a later date.
To investigate the history of ambling in domestic horses, we genotyped 90 ancient horses (out of 350; Supplemental information), ranging from the Copper Age (6000 BC) to the Middle Ages (11 th century), for the DMRT3 'gait keeper' variant [1] . We detected the DMRT3_ Ser301STOP substitution in two English horses from 850-900 AD and in 10 out of 13 individuals from Iceland dating to the 9 th -11 th century (Figure 1 ). In contrast, the ambling allele is absent in all mainland European horses, including ten samples from Denmark and Sweden. Thus, early Icelandic horses already exhibited the ability for alternative gait as suggested by historic sagas [2] . Although the origin of the Icelandic horse is not fully resolved, the general assumption is that horses arrived no earlier than around 1,100 years ago on the island together with Norse settlers from Scandinavia [3, 4] . However, all Scandinavian horses in the dataset lacked the mutated allele, whereas it was present at a high frequency in early Icelandic horses. This high proportion cannot be explained by genetic drift alone. Given its presence in Britain in the early 9 th century, it is improbable that the mutation appeared independently on Iceland and spread within the Icelandic horse population within such a short time. Rather, it is more likely that the fi rst horses ever imported to Iceland already carried the ambling allele and that the Norse settlers preferentially selected for this trait which was then enhanced by the founder effect in this small island population and the Wahlund effect, set up by reciprocal genetic isolation of Iceland and Europe (based on existing HWE in Icelandic horses alone but not in the entire dataset; Supplemental information). Indeed, our analyses provide statistical support for positive selection ( Figure 1 ) and for preferring selection over drift (Bayes Factor = 8.68; Supplemental information). The absence of a widespread road system in Iceland might have favored 'toelting', the characteristic ambling gait in Icelandic horses, as the most comfortable way for travelling and transportation. Our results raise the question of where the DMRT3_Ser301STOP substitution originated and which region served as the source of Viking (Norse settler) horses in Iceland. In addition to Icelandic horses, we identifi ed the SNP only in two medieval English samples (Figure 1 ) dated between 850 and 900 AD from Jorvik (York), a region densely settled by Scandinavians in the 9 th century. Historical records report that the Vikings were repeatedly invading parts of Britain, as well as temporarily settling a large portion of northern and eastern England, including York [5] . Taking this into account, our results suggest that Vikings fi rst encountered ambling horses on the British Isles and subsequently transported them to Iceland. We further hypothesize a recent origin of the DMRT3 stop mutation in medieval England as there is only little probability of an earlier emergence in either Britain or continental Europe (Supplemental information). Because domestic horses have been a valued commodity at any time, gene fl ow among Western European horses was accordingly high [6] . This would have enabled a wider distribution of the ambling allele, which should be traceable in our samples from continental Europe.
Although we cannot rule out the possibility that ambling horses were present in Asia and the Middle East prior to our earliest detection, the occurrence of the same substitution in two geographically distant regions seems unlikely. Considering the presence of the ambling variant in early medieval horses from England and Iceland and its absence in contemporaneous horses from continental Europe, it is unlikely that ambling horses were introduced into Europe from Asia. Although Vikings are generally known for their raids, trade has been a major element of the Viking society and fl ourished all over Europe as far as the Byzantine Empire and the Middle East [7, 8] . Thus, ambling horses might have been introduced to Asia by Vikings during their journeys to the Caspian Sea and the Middle East [8] (Supplemental information).
SUPPLEMENTAL INFORMATION
Supplemental Information includes experimental procedures, one supplemental fi gure and tables and can be found with this article online at http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cub.2016.07.001. Decety et al. [1] examined the relationships between household religiosity and sociality in children sampled from six countries. We were keenly interested in Decety et al. [1] 's conclusions about a negative relationship between religiosity and generosity -measured with the Dictator Game -as our team has investigated related questions, often with potentially contrasting fi ndings [2] [3] [4] [5] . We argue here that, after addressing peculiarities in their analyses, Decety et al. [1] 's data are consistent with a different interpretation.
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Given that previous studies (for example [6] [7] [8] ) have shown crossnational variation in Dictator Game behavior, Decety et al. [1] 's approach of aiming to include country-level fi xed effects in their analysis, to account for mean differences among countries, is sensible. But when they included their categorically-coded country (1 = US, 2 = Canada, and so on) in their models, it was entered not as fi xed effects, with dummy variables for all of the countries except one, but as a continuous measure. This treats the variable as a measure of 'countryness' (for example, Canada is twice as much a country as the US) instead of providing the fi xed effects they explicitly intended. We have repeated Decety et al. [1] 's intended analysis by using actual fi xed effects, along with their model specifi cations, and then explored other plausible specifi cations and modelling approaches. Our analyses reveal meaningfully different results from those originally reported.
Decety et al. [1] report that children from religious -especially Muslimhouseholds recommend more punishment of a moral transgressor than do children from non-religious households. Using the same model specifi cation as Decety et al. [1] , but including dummy-codes for country (with USA as the referent), we fi nd little support for this; no effect of household religious affi liation emerged (β = -0.03, t(774) = -0.31, p = 0.75). Because Decety et al. [1] 's ordinary least squares (OLS) regression analysis is not ideal for the highly negatively-skewed distribution of punishment ratings, we also estimated a model using the log of the reversescored punishment values; this similarly yielded no effect (β = 0.00, t(774) = 0.14, p = 0.89).
Conducting Decety et al. [1] 's intended analysis also fi nds no support for their conclusion that more religious parents report their children having more empathy and sensitivity to injustices. When country is entered as fi xed, Decety et al. [1] 's model specifi cation reveals no relationship between religiosity and either empathy (β = 0.04, t(764) = 1.15, p = 0.25) or justice ratings (β = -0.03, t(767) = -0.57, p = 0.57; Table S1 in the Supplemental Information).
Decety et al. [1] 's primary claims concern children's altruistic behavior in the Dictator Game. Here again, our reanalysis using Decety et al. [1] 's intended specifi cations calls their conclusions into question. The fi xed effects model shows no signifi cant effect for religious affi liation on generosity (OLS Model 2: p = 0.70; Table 1 ), though we do observe effects for age, country and (marginally) socio-economic status. However, Decety et al. [1] 's OLS model is poorly suited for the many zero offers in the data. To address this, we used a zeroinfl ated negative binomial regression, but still, no relationship with religious affi liation emerged. Indeed, within no single country was household religious affi liation a signifi cant predictor of generosity (though sample sizes, and thus statistical power, are reduced; Table S2 ). Finally, given the overlap between country and religious affi liation, we also estimated a random effects model, which yields similar results (Table 1) .
Though generosity appears unrelated to household religious
